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FACT SHEET

as required by LAC 33:1X.3109 for major LPDES facilities, for draft Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit No. LA0036382; Al 4856; PER20080001 to discharge to waters-of the State of Louisiana as per
LAC 33:1X.2311.

|
The permitting authority for the Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (LPDES) is:

Louisiana Department ef Environmental, Quality
Office of Environmental Service&s{j"{ 1&

P.0.Box 4313 @ﬁ

Baton Rouge, Louisiang 7982]-43;1{3
Lafayette Consol:ﬂgtedi(‘?@vemmenl :
East Waslewalgrj]"reatmem‘i’lam
P.O. Box 4017:C
rEsS,
Lafayette, JA]050

THE APPLICANT1S:

11. PREPARED BY: Afton J. Bessix

%ﬁ@ry 7,2009

DATE PREPARED:

#

Reis$ue LPDES, permit LA0036382, Al 4856
%ﬁ, . %’-‘@ﬁ
\ lication*received: Aprifi30, 2008

LPDES a;%
EPA has no ?{%:tained enfog:nt authority,

I

PERMIT ACTION:

The ag‘%lggalion isgfor%he discharge of treated sanitary wastewater from a publicls' owned
treatmentworks servinggthe City of Lafayette.

Name of Pischarger Flow
AlliEdzWaste Services 867.8 GPD
PHI&ine, 4,233.8 GPD
&
C. The facility is located at 144 Judy Street in Lafayette, Lafayette Parish.
D. The treatment facility consists of a mechanical screening and grit removal, followed by

primary sedimentation, mechanically aerated oxidation ditches; thence secondary
clarification. Sludge is anaerobically digested and then mechanically and chemically
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E. Outfall 001
Discharge Location: Latitude 30° 12°54” North
. : Longitude 91°59°54™ West
Description: - treated sanitary wastewater

: besign Capacity: 4.0 MGD
Type of Flow Measurement which the factlity is cum?%ﬁ%_x\ing
Combination Totahzmg‘

v. RECEIVING WATERS:

The dlscharge 1 into the Vermilion River if'segment 06
segment is not listed on the 303(d) list ofumpalrcd waterbodies.

Aeter / Continuous Recorder

The critical iow flow (7Q10) of the Vermlhoni;'{wer is 25 cfs.

The hardness value is 67.6ng/] and the ﬁfteenth‘p{:emile value for TSS is 21 mg/l.

The designated uses and degreg of‘suppon for Segment'(60801 of the Vermilion - Teche Basin are

~ asindicated in the table below-\ 2y
Overall f's’ ach Use .
Degree of 43 N \

Support for
Segment

Partial ]&Egggggpg?lon o e Oustanding | Drinking | Shell fish | Agriculture

Conta FishiSams Natural Water Supply | Propagation

[
Recrea@% _ecreatlo 5, Wildlife Resource Water

@ Not %t StSihported N/A N/A N/A Full
it Supported Supported }{/ ’
dpsorponed | subiges | 37

¥ The designated uSestand degree ofs%pport for Segment 060801 of the Vermilion - Teche Basin are as indicated in
LAC 33:1X.1123.C. mble {3) and ther2006 Water Quality Management Plan, Water Quality lnvenlory lnlegraled
Report, Appendix A, respéctively.

YL ENDANGER-ED SPECIES:

. 4
The receiving waterbody, Subsegment 060801 of the Vermilion - Teche Basin, is not listed. in
Section 1.2 of the- Implementation Strategy as requiring consultation with the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS). This strategy was submmed with a letter dated October 24, 2007, from
; coroance with the Memorandum ot

Understandm be
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determined that the issuance of the LPDES permit is not likely to have an adverse effect on any
endangered or candidate species or the critical habitat.
VIL HISTORIC SITES:
The discharge is from an existing facility location, which does not include an expansion beyond
the existing perimeter. Therefore, there should be no potential effect to sites or properties on or
| eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, and in accordance with the
'Memorandum of Understanding for the Protection of HistoriciProperties in Louisiana Regarding
LPDES Permits’' no consultation with the Louisiana State Hisdfi'c':?P[%servation Officer is required.
vil. PUBLIC NOTICE; ey o3
1 ey @ _ _
Upon publication of the public notice, a public ‘comment period shall begin on the date of
L £ N N, .
publication and last for at least 30 days theredfier. Buring this perigdnany interested persons may
submit written comments on the drafi perriit to the LDEQ contact person, listed below, and may
request a public hearing to clarify issuc‘gfinvolved in'll&e permit decision;¥A request for a public
hearing shall be in writing and sha!l’sla?gt-b Gfathe issues propdsédyle be rajsed .in the
hearing. ' '
For additional informationfgontact:
- Ms. Afion ) ¥Begsix
Permits Divisibp
Department of En:lr%ment_al__a_ uality
- ai2eOffice of Environmesital Servicesy,, &
A PE0ONBox 4313 ng
BatoniRouge, Louisiana 70821-43 193’;'5'
IX PROPOSED'ERERMITLIMITS:
iy AT

3S1bseFent 0608013V ermilioneRiver:Headwaters to Bayou Fusilier-Bourbeaux junction to New
Flanders<(Ambassador@affery) BRUEE¥LA Hwy. 3073, is not listed on LDEQ’s Final 2006
303(d) Liﬁ%\s@impaired. \Hlowever, subsegment 060801 was previously listed as impaired for
phosphorus, rﬁétrk_) en, organigﬁe,nrichmentflow DO, pathogen indicators, suspended solids/
5 turbidity/siltalio;ii?;ahd carboFu’ran, for which the below TMDL’s have been developed. The
&Department of Enﬁl"_gnmentﬁyQualily reserves the right to impose more stringent discharge
\lithitations and/or addgtionallrestriclions in the future to maintain the water quality integrity and
lﬁ.@;ggnated usesfof the receiving water bodies based upon additional TMDL’s and/or water
qualf‘t}%‘rsudies. Thes;DEQ also reserves the right to modify or revoke and reissue this permit based
upon anyﬁ‘El}angesﬁo established TMDL’s for this discharge, or 10 accommodate for po!lutant
trading pro: isjoﬁ"s‘ in approved TMDL watersheds as necessary to achieve compliance with water
quality starggir'ds. :

The following TMDL’s have been established for subsegment 060801:

(a4

This TMDL was finalized January 19, 2001 and established a loading capacity equal 10 the 1999
< ie nel A o nepnlo he QR armilinn Rive Matershed MB or Dissolved OxXvoE

This TMDL estimated the necessary reduction in nonpoint source loadings to accelerate PrOZTESS

toward full support of the DO standard. Since the TMDL did not require reductions in point
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i
@

source loadings, no additional permit requirements are inchuded. However, individual point
sources in the Vermilion Watershed should continue 1o be issued on the basis of flow rates as
follows: :

FLOW RATE PERMIT LIMITS

greater than 25,000 gpd May — Dec.: 10 mg/l CBODs/S mg/l NH,-N/5 mg/l DO

Jan.- April: 20 mg/l CBODs/10 mg/l NH,-N/5 mg/1 DO
25,000 gpd or less . secondary limits year roun&;«,

Additionally, in regard to nutrients such as nitrogen and pliosphorous, LDEQ has determined that
organic enrichment/DO directly correlates with ovggg’i]' Jutrient impact. Thus, when organic
enrichment/DO is limited {as with the established EBODS ‘N'ELB-N/ DO limits), LDEQ is also in
effect limiting and controlling nutrient concentrationsiand impatis, .

Therefore, this discharge will be permitéd accordingly, and the pe:}gil maintains previously
established limitations reflecting the abgve limits,

o,
N N P

TMDL for TSS, Turbidity, and Siliation for 1hel s Subsegmemf in the Vermi!ic"{r_rRr'ver Basin

As per the TMDL finalized May 3, 2001, “Pﬁiﬁhs&ﬁes do not represent aéigniﬁcam source of

TSS as defined in this TMDL. Point sources discharge primarily organic TSS, which does not

contribute to habitat impairmenipresulting from sedithentation. Because the point sources are

. X I ) nd -
minor contributors and dischargesidfaorganic suspendédysolids from peint sources are already
addressed by LDEQ through thete pgﬁ‘nitting of point soﬁrc‘e‘s to;maintain water quality standards

for DO, the wasteload allocations for point sﬁ%i;ce contributiohsswere set to zero.”

5

AR, :
Thereforefa’]‘-g’:s limjtszare being maintained as previoiili¥established in this permit according to

the curyénit;state wa{gﬁzé"uality standards

Vermilion RiverstMDL r. Fecal Coliforms,

The Vermilion‘k;%égfm@for Fecal Co%@ﬁ{ was finalized on April 5, 2001, addressing the
pr§ehce§%f§!)ath0geqé;pdicalorﬁii'ggthegwalershed. As per this TMDL, “...there will be no change
in the Epér_’g}h requiremeénts based upgna"a wasteload allocation resulting from this TMDL *

Therefore, Feca xCohfovWE%flsem limitations will remain as previously established in this permit.

=
TMDL for rh;%ide Carbofiran in the Mermentau River and Vermilion-Teche River Basins
a&e TMDL for tfféf%'éesricidév Carbofuran in the Mermentau River and Vermilion-Teche River
lB'szsms was ﬁnalize(‘]ag;‘on March 21, 2002 and states that “the one point source discharger, FMC
Corporation’s Agricti’l,tural Products Group Piant (FMC)... is the only known point source in the
Vermfiilion-Teche B&4in.” As a result, the TMDL establishes a WLA for FMC oniy. Since this
TMDL dpes;not cdhsider the Lafayette East Plani to be a contributing source, no additional permit

requirementsjare included,

5;

Vermiflion River TMDL for Suifate

This TMDL was originally finalized on March 13, 2001 and established a specific WLA for the
Lafayette East Plant. Due to a subsequent change in criterion, this TMDL was withdrawn on June
28,2005. Therefore, no additional permit limitations are required.
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Final Effluent Limits:

OUTFALL 001

Final limits shall become effective on the effective date of the permit and expire on the expiration
date of the permit.

" Effluent Monthly Monthly Weekly I% Basis

accordance with the current
Water Quality Management
Plan, the TSS effluem
P@ﬁnitations shall be based on a
¥ case-by-case evaluation of the
treatment technology being
utilized at a facility. Therefore,
a Technology Based Limit has
been established through Best
Professional Judgement for the
type of treaiment technology *
utilized at this faciliry.

Characteristic Avg, Ave. Avg.
(Ibs./day) LA
CBOD; i %‘g 9 %‘l&imits are set in accordance
May — Dee. 334 10mgAl giw YStme/l  [ith the 1999 Review and
- ssgssment of the 1987

| Jan. - April 667 Vermiir;gn River Watershed
| TMDL fé%@gygen.
\ Nihe?
| TSS Since there i‘s‘fﬁﬁ’ﬁumeric water
| May — Dec. 500 quality critegion for TSS, and in
| %
|
|

Ammonia- G
Nitrogen

Limits are set in accordance
with the 71999 Review and
10 mg/l Assessment of the 1987
Vermilion River Watershed
20 mg/ TMDL for Oxygen.

N/A - Limits are set in accordance
with the 1999 Review and
Assessment of the 1987
Vermilion River Watershed
TMDL for Oxygen,

**This Dissolved Oxygen limit is the lowest allowable average of daily discharges over a calendar
month. When monitoring is conducted, the Dissolved Oxygen shall be analyzed immediately_as

per 40 CFR 136.3.
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Other Effluent Limitations:
1 Fecal Coliform

The discharge from this facility is inte a water body which has a designated use of
Primary Contact Recreation. According to LAC 33:1X.11 13.C.5.b., the fecal coliform
standards for this water body are 200/100 m} and 400/100 ml, Therefore, the limits of
200/100 m! (Monthly Average) and 400/100 m! {Weekly Average) are proposed as Fecal
Coliform limits in‘the permit. Limits are set in accordance with Yermilion River TMDL
Jor Fecal Coliform.

2) pH

&

According to LAC 33:1X.3705.A.1. g;go Vys musti?%fap to at least secéndary levels,
Therefore, in accordance with LAG 33‘?19&.; 905.C, th&% Iyshall not be less than 6.0

standard units nor greater than 9.Gjstandard units at any time? :

3) Solids and Foam

4)  Total Residual Chlokineags

.y

. A e . .
If chlorination is used 1o achleveftlrgillmltatlons onBecal Coliform Bacteria; the effluent

shallycantain NO MEASURATLE ,ﬁ”%gsidual @hlorine (TRC) afier disinfection and
pridr TB""dis& esgll. Given the turrent constré'iit_ Sfiétaining to chlorine analytical methods.
NG MEASURABLE will be defined as less,ﬁt’.ﬁ?n 0.1 mg/l of chlorine. The TRC shall be
" moitored Siweek by grab sa%d_?]e. Limit set through BPJ in accordance with the

3

previous PD ‘S;?permit. -
Gl

XICiTy:Characteristics

"

In accordani&‘&g yith EF%E_Region 6 Post-Third' Round Toxics Strategy, permits issued to
treatment worW%%galing B’”iﬂg?s,gcﬁwaslewater with a flow (design or expected) greater than or
equal to 1 MGDshall require bidmonitoring at some frequency for the life of the permit or where
‘available data showreasonabl€.potential to cause lethal and/or sub-lethal toxicity, the permit shall
ire a whole effliient toxicity (WET) limit (Permitting Guidance Document for Implementing
LouSiana Surface Wafer Quality Standards, April 16, 2008, VERSION 6).

Whole efflent | Qiﬁnitoring is the most direct measure of potential toxicity which incorporates

the effect§E0f#Fsynergism of the effluent components and receiving stream water quality
charactcrisg’c’s. Biomon_itoring_ of the effluent is, therefore, required as a condition of this permit to
assess potential toxicity. LAC 33:IX.1121.B.3. provides for the use of biomonitoring to monitor
the effluent for protection of State waters, The biomonitoring procedures stipulated as a condition

of this permit are as follows: .

clomomtormg-testings-pertormed accordance v
toring Section for the organisms indicdted below

The penmitiee shall submit the of an
the LPDES Permit No, LA0036382, Biomoni
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- be used in the toxicity tests. These additigfial concentrations shall B

TOXICITY TESTS FREQUENCY
Chronic static renewal 7-day survival & reproduction test once/quarter’

using Ceriodaphnia dubia

Chronic static renewal 7-day survival & growth test once/quarter’
using fathead minnow (Pimephales promelas)

! If there are no tethal or sub-lethal effects demonstrated afier the ﬁrs’?}j_cér of quarterly testing, the permitiee may

certify fulfillment of the WET testing requirements in wrilinggtﬁ%aﬂ?cﬂfermining authority, I granted, the

- - . . L .
biomonitering irequency for the test species may be reduced 10:7301 less 1han once per year for the less sensilive

specics (usvally Pimephales promelasy and not less than nvié%%cr year for the more sensitive species {usually

Ceriodaphnia dubia). Upon expiration of the permit, Lheftf_ i0

10 once per quarter until the permit is re-issued, Nyt

N
¥ N

Dilution Series - The permit requires five 5*%0&3 in additionitoythe control (0% effluent) to

SeLRY%, 6%, 4%, 3%, and 2%,
The low-flow effluent concentration g%ical low-flow dilution) is deﬁb‘i \as 6% effluent. The
critical dilution is calculated in Appendix, B-1 of this_ fact sheet. Plgase see, the attached
biomonitoring frequency recommendation and&lionale}f@a{iditional requireiments. Results of ali
dilutions shall be documented in a full report cco ihg to theé test method Pyt lication mentioned
in the Biomonitoring Secfipn_under Whole Efflien Joxicity. This full repon shall be submitied
to the Office of Environmelm%mpliance as cont$iagd in the Reporting Paragraph located in the

Biomonitoring Section of the'perm] ™

mi_loring frequency for both species shall revent

2

~ . B » .1 -"'"‘a* . .-
The permit may be reopened to req'l‘.lire  clflugntlimits, additional testing, and/or other appropriate

actions to address-oxicity if biomofilofing datats 0, acma]ﬁpotemial ambient toxicity to be the
result of tlfg‘%weﬁﬁi?fee's dischargc% the receiving®sti€am or water body. Modification or
revocaﬁ@&i the permit is subject Yo the provisiohs of LAC 33:1X.2903. Accelerated or
intensifiedSoXicity testin
Act, &R §

R

may be requifed in accoffiance with Section 308 of the Clean Water

Ry
4'7 ;; oo
357

Issued: November 1, 2003
Expired: October 31, 2008

Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
Monthly Avg.  Weekly Avs. Measurement  Sample
Frequency Type
Report Repon Continuous Recorder
May — De 10 mg/i 15 mg/l 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
January ﬂpril 20 mg/l 30 mg/l 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
TSS .
May — December 15 mg/l 23 mg/l " 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
January — Apri) 20 mg/l 30 mg/! 2/week & Hr. Composite
Ammonia-Nitrogen - o
May - December S mg/l 10 mg/l 2/week 6 Hr. Composite

January = Apri T0mg/l 20 mg/l 2/week 6 Hr, Composite
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Effluent Characteristic = Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
' Monthly Avg.  Weekiy Avp. Measurement  Sample
Frequency Type
Dissolved Oxygen 5 mg/l minimum --- 2/week Grab
Total Residual
Chlorine (TRC) --- --- _ 2lweek Grab
Fecal Coliform
Colonies/100 ml y&tek Grab
pH (Standard Units) - - A2 :“wqul’l.c Grab
Whole Effluent Lethality &
Ceriodapnia dubia Report Report &K i 1/quarter 24-Hr Composite
Pimephales promelas  Report - Report£ R 24-Hr Composite
The permit contains biomonitoring
XL

A) lnspeclions

ihis facility.

Inspector -‘LDEQ

-2Mr. Danny Derousselle prov:ci iiaﬁ’analys:s data and DMRs at the time of
me inspection. \

'I;h data on the labianalysis sheets was consistent with the DMRs.

3. A ]l'p erwork mclugmg calibration logs were found to be in order.

M AA 1]& txﬁfatmem ]l’S were in service at the time of the inspection.

g ydr\ﬁ Oyerloads,do occur al the treatment plant dueto 1 & 1 problems in
m,collectra%stem but permit excursions do not occur as a result.
A‘?‘Ot-gallon sp:ll did occur at the plant on December 7, 2006 that was
contamed\onnhe plant grounds and did not reach waters of the siate.

The ar?gi'%’s cleaned vp and the mc1denl was recorded in the storm water

glog book,

.' total of 5 collection system overflows occurred from January - October

1’2006

%/ Samples are being taken at appropriate times and at the specified location.

. The flow is being continuously recorded as required by the permit and the

flow calculation check revealed on error of -1.5%. i

. Facility personnel do conduct routine checks on the flow meter to assure

- continued compliance.

12. A visual observation of the outfall at the time of the i mSpecnon revealed a
clear discharge with no foam or visible solids.

13. Atthe time of the inspection, the facility appeared to be in compliance with
HWP 1 PHFQ Dprn-nf

=g Sy | LER AT
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B) Compliance and/or Administrative Orders

A'review of the files indicates that there are no recent enforcement acuons administered
against this facility.

0 DMR Review

A review of the discharge monnormg reports for the penod begmnmg May 2006 through

DéEember 2006 6.0iStminimum

pH 001 __&#Tanuary 2008 6.0 SWiMinimum

Additionaly, the Bmmomtormg To*umty Tectl@?&pons for May "00’-'rthrough July 2007
revealed a few issues. The first te‘sqﬁfor the¥Pimephales promelas had two cups of the
20% and 100% dilutions dropped and alretest was necessary. The ‘r%ported values were
from consotidatinggthe, results together iy, the original test and the retest. The
Ceriodaphnia dubia“tepartsstated that a subilethal effect was noted though the report
further stated: “Basedﬁoﬁﬁﬁher s Exact Tes &the survival NOEC of the Lafayette
Utilties System East WWTP Outfa]lg 1 effluent¥wds?100%. Using the full data ser,
Steel‘s\-Many -One Rank Test indicatéd;that reproduﬁlon in the 5, 9 and 20 % effluent
AR Y g,
concenh*ahc_ayg was mgmf‘can‘tlly Jess than‘theicontrol; however, reproduction in the 3, 4,
é%jo and ™00, % effluent cogg:entranons :3'35 not significantly less than the control.
Because the 2 250 and 100% concentratioris were tested in addition 1o the required five
Iowes concentranons only the dita from the five lowest concentrations were evaluated
for comphancé%@m'-boses Based oniSiéel’s Many-one Rank Test the reproduction NOEC
Ty of the Lafayeltc Utmﬁ'e!s"Syslem Eaﬁ’WWTP Outfall 0601 effluent was 4%,

Durmg this cy lg:of estmg, numerous problems were noted on all of Lafayetie Utilities
Systengiplants, espes all,y invalid tests and abnormal toxicity dose responses. The
contrac aboratory correcllve ‘action response was to retrain all of the personnel. -

XIL DDITIONAL lNEORMAT]ON:

T‘:%%msmna Department of Environmental Quality {LDEQ) reserves the right to impose more
stnngcnt%dlscha‘r‘dggdmnanons and/or additional restrictions in the future to maintain the water
quality mtegnty and the designated uses of the receiving water bodies based upon additional waler
quality studied and/or TMDLs. The LDEQ also reserves the right 1o modify or revoke and reissue
this permit{bascd upen any changes to established TMDLs for this discharge, or to accommodate
for pollutant trading provisions in approved TMDL watersheds as necessary to achieve
compliance with water quality standards. Therefore, prior to upgrading or expanding this facility,
the permittee should contact the Department to determine the status of the work being done to
establish future effluent limitations and additional permit conditions.
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In accordance with LAC 33:1X.2903., this permit may be modified, or altemalively, revoked and
reissued, to comply with any applicable effluent standard or limitations issued or approved under
sections 301(b) (2) Cc) and CD)-; 304(b) (2); and 307(a) (2) of the Clean Water Act, if the efflyent
standard or limitations so issued or approved: . :

1. Contains different conditions or is otherwise more stringent than any effluent limitation'in
the permit; or ‘

Controls any pollutant not limited in the permit; or %

Require reassessment due to change in 303(d) status Qf?;wat?ﬂgody; or

Incorporates the results of any total maximum dajl§;load allocation, which may be
approved for the receiving water body. ‘

2w

. o - A
- Final effluent loadings (i.e. Tbs/day) have be%es dhlished based tipon, the permit limit

SEEN
4

concentrations and the design capacity oféé()‘MGD.

. N S
Effluent loadings are calculated usmggthcgfggomng example:

5
ey

BOD: 8.34 gal/lb x 4.0 MGD x 1dmgl=33tgzﬁ);sggay -
, i .

2

h e . P15 . n
At present, the Monitoring‘Rg"qy;_remems, Samplé%g]ixpes, and Frequency of Sampling as
shown in the permit are slanda‘rd?fOEa{pililies of flows B@E}yeen 5and 10 MGD.

&

7 ‘Measurement Sample
..gsz%%fss Freguency

o

Type

o
i @BBDj

_ Continuous Recorder
BD 3 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
Tota] Suspendéd Solids 2iweek 6 Hr. Composite
A .
Ammon_%q;yg;ogq P, 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
ST ,Qissolved@fygen =0 2week Grab '
g ‘Geal Colifén%-‘?%?cteria e 2/week Grab
Toiﬁ]é]ggsidua‘i%'@,‘h‘lg;rine 2/week Grab
pH %‘if?fg;@?}z i - 2fweek Grab
Biomonitoring B ,
Ehrioda hnid dubia (Method 1002.0) 1/quarter 24 Hr. Composite
N Plitphales promelas (Method 1000.0)  1/quarter 24 Hr. Composite
@ i

I

Pre?r;eétmenl Requirements
STy 7

Based upo’ﬁ%@m]tation with LDEQ pretreatment personnel, the City of Lafayette’s Pretréatment
Program was a%proved on March 16, 1984, tracked under the Lafayette Consolidated Government
— East WWATP LPDES Permit LA0036382. The program was modified on September 24, 1993 to
incorporate TBLLs and March 22, 2004 1o include major ordinance revisions and pretreatment
procedures manual revisions. Because this facility has an approved pretreatmént program, it is
recommended that LDEQ Option 2A Pretreatment language cantinue to be included in LPDES
Permit LAG036382,
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Xt

X1

e Do

Pollution Prevention Requirements

The permittee shall institute or continue programs directed towards pollution prevention. The
permittee shall institute or continue programs to improve the ‘operating efficiency and extend the
useful life of the facility. The permittee will complete an annual Environmental Audit Report
each year for the life of this permit according to the schedule below. The permitiee will
accomplish this requirement by completing an Environmental Audit Form which has beén
attached to the permit. All other requirements of the Municipal Wastewater Pollution Prevention
Program are contained in Part 11 of the permit. k!

The audit evaluation period is as follows:

port Compléfion
CDate; <

Aéf . ‘iA . \ 2
£12%Months from Audit 3 Manths, from Audit Period
i0dfBeginning Date ndifig Date
Period gginning, Date nding

Effective Date of Permit

"'E""T’

it

TENTATIVE DETERM f&iﬂh'l'ION:

ﬁ"‘“ff 9’

On the basis of preliminary sta rev”;iew;?the Depanmeto_fE_‘nvironmema] Quality has made a
tentative determination to reissuesa perfitiior, the dischargeXdescribed in this Statement of Basis.
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